local and central authority were always bound to conflict.,3 Recent work on the late medieval and early modern kingdom of Scotland has played a part in this trend. Much work, for example, has been done on the increasing influence exercised by the Scottish crown over the Highland region and the Lordship of the Isles. A variety of models have emerged, from an interpretation which focuses on the slow erosion of social isolation and rebellious oppositionism, to Alexander Grant's argument that the Lordship was the subject of interacting but contradictory centripetal and centrifugal forces, until destroyed through the confiscation of privileges at the end of the fifteenth century. 4 Such an appreciation of the continuing respect for the privileges of autonomous areas was long overdue. It has sowed the seeds of some of the most important developments in the political history of the period in the past fifteen years, most notably the understanding of the dynamics of the multiple kingdom and the composite monarchy. Yet there is an important element in the process of the consolidation of political systems in late medieval and early modern Europe which it leaves out of consideration. While the history of conquest and integration has received much attention, far less has been devoted to what might be considered its opposite: the process and implications of territorial loss." Historians of the British Isles have an important example of this to hand in the disappointment of the claims of the English king to the throne of France. Yet on the whole this has been studied as a case of military defeat, not as one of territorialloss.
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This is 3 C. Desplat, 'Louis XIII and the Union of Bearn to France', ibid., 80 (London, 1985) . Michael Hechter's 'internal colonialism' thesis explained the willingness of central power to permit continued social, linguistic and cultural difference as being a mechanism to permit the exploitation of the 'colonized' area and its population: M. Hechter, Internal Colonialism: The Celtic Fringe in British National Development, 1536 -1966 (Berkeley, 1975 (Edinburgh, 1988) . 5 There is of course the literature devoted to the successfulliberation struggles of what were to become independent monarchies in their own right, and the consequent impact on the monarchies of which they once formed part. The main example of this in early modern Europe is of course Portugal, as illustrated by J. H. Elliott, ' The Spanish monarchy and the kingdom of Portugal, 1580-1640', in Greengrass, Conquest and Coalescence. 6 Exceptions include studies by Anne Curry and Christopher Allmand of garrisoning and settlement in territories under English control, which pay due heed to the importance of English integration and local compliance and commitment, and to 'livelihood' as much as 'profit' as the matter at stake for those involved: A. Curry, just one manifestation of the tendency to see the war as simply a struggle of nation against nation, ignoring the complexities of dynastic and territorial clashes which cut across 'national' divisions. 7 The case study examined here is the relationship between Scotland and the Isle of Man. By focusing not on English power in Man but on the island's continuing association with Scotland, the significance of the processes of territorial loss in establishing patterns of territorial association, lordship and sovereignty will be established.
and it fits with the historiographical tradition expounded at the beginning of the century by A. W. Moore. Moore saw Man's closer relationship with the English as both beneficial and inevitable: the accession of the first Stanley lord in 1405 represented for him the end of 'a dismal period of Manx history' .12 Yet, simple as it may appear, the relationship between Man and Scotland was in fact complex.
The most obvious paradox is that there are repeated signs that English kings and lords of Man continued to view the island they now dominated as Scottish. To an extent, the experience of Man is an indication of the usefulness of the 'British' perspective expounded by Robin Frame and Rees Davies. The activity of Richard de Mandeville, like that of John de Courcy,13 suggests the futility of categorising according to rigid and coherent national identities. Mandeville raided the island at least twice, first in 1316 with a force described as Irish, and then later with a group of'Scots,.'4 It can, however, be argued that during the Anglo-Scottish warfare of Edward II's reign English crown policy emphasised that Man was to be captured and defended as part of the realm or land of Scotland. Scotsmen fought over the island on behalf of both English and Scottish kings. Dungal MacDowell, who had earned Robert I's lasting hatred when he handed over Thomas and Alexander Bruce to the English, held Rushen against the Scottish king in the spring of 1313 after retreating from Dumfries. 15 John of Argyll, the chief ally of the English in the Scottish west, fled to Ireland in 1309 and pressed the English for more active intervention on the west coast.
He was rewarded by being made admiral of the western sea in 1315, in a campaign which saw the temporary recapture of Man shortly before the middle of February, the island being taken and held by Duncan MacGoffrey, one of John's Scottish dependants. '6 Equally, during In 1337, Richard de Mandeville led a force against the island -this was a sign of the co-operation that had existed between the Scots under the Bruces and Irish elements, even in this case Anglo-Irish.
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The island was permitted an unusual and specific relationship with the Scots, for example in the permission given by William de Montacute and confirmed by the king in 1342 for the men of Man to pay an indemnity of 300 marks to the Scots for a one-year The explanation for the experience of the Isle of Man in the fourteenth century is to be found in the way that late medieval people conceptualised the political topography of the British Isles. During this period Man continued to be seen as associated with, if not actually part of, Scotland. By 1200 a clearly defined notion of a geographical kingdom of Scotland was generally accepted. 3Y This was the area over which the king of Scots ruled; yet the ideal and the reality did not precisely accord, for the idea of 'Scotland' extended further than the actual power of the monarch. In his survey of Europe, Bower described how Scotland had possessed more than one hundred islands from ancient times. These, he said, included some which were known as royal islands (insule regales), and the third in this list was Man. Man was therefore listed, without differentiation, alongside lona and Bute, Islay, Tiree, and Lewis. 52 A subsequent listing of islands (this time following Fordun) described how the see of Sodor was placed in Man and how the Scots were entitled to ten war galleys from the island's sub-king.
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Bower was scrupulous about the use of the latter term for the island's ruler, implying subjection to the Scottish monarchy. In the Scotichronicon, when Aedan sent his son Griffin to assist Maelgwyn, king of the Britons, he was accompanied by Aedan's Chronicle of John Hardyng, 126. This is based on Geoffrey of Monmouth, who has Arthur conquer Ireland, Iceland, Gotland and the Orkneys. Arthur then moved to conquer Norway and Denmark, and forced all these territories to support him against Rome. Later, King Malgo is also described as conquering these six territories, described by Geoffrey as islands: Geoffrey of Monmouth, sister's son, Brendin, 'Eubonie regulum'."4 In reference to 1235, in less mythic times, Thomas, son of Alan, Lord of Galloway, was described by Bower as being betrothed to the daughter of the sub-king of Man."" Bower portrays Man as a Scottish royal island, whose rulers had been sub-kings subordinate to the Scottish monarch, but which had been brought into perpetual dependence in 1264. John Mair's History of Greater Britain followed suit. 'Between Scotland and Ireland are many more islands, and larger ones than the Orkneys, which likewise obey the Scottish king. The most southerly is Man, fifteenth leagues in length, which we ourselves caught sight of at St Ninian. In it is the episcopal see of Sodor, at the present day in the hands of the English.' The phrase clearly implied a natural Scottish obedience and an English possession that was temporary.%
The implications of the topographical ideas of late medieval writers, Scottish and English, do not square with most historical writing about the formation of the Scottish realm and the position of the Isle of Man in the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries. The fall of Scrope, along with Richard II, ushered in a new century during which, it has been argued, Man achieved stability through a stronger tie with the English crown and the virtual end of Scottish involvement. Yet from the start, there are clear signs that we should not assimilate the fate of Man entirely with that of England. In 1399, the grant of the Isle of Man made by Henry IV to the earl of Northumberland was notable for basing royal possession not vaguely upon inheritance or parliamentary title, but explicitly on conquest.
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The grant emphasised the close relationship between the king and the earl, for the island was to be held by service of carrying the sword with which Henry had been belted on his first landing in England in 1399."8 Combined, the grants to the earl and to Hotspur amounted to an even more potent influence on the northern Irish Sea than that possessed by Scrope, and there are signs that the Percies intended to extend this in the Scottish south west, in particular through the grant of the greater part of the Douglas lands made on 2 March 1402. 59 The rebellion and defeat of the earl in 1405 soon revealed the complexity of the position of Man in the English king's mind. surrender the island to his brother John,!" yet even then John was almost immediately required to agree to surrender his grant, and it was only on 6 April 1406 that Man was granted to him, on different terms.
I ;2
This period saw an alliance between Henry IV and George Dunbar, Earl of March. 
65 On the Scottish side, too, a major new force was emerging in the northern Irish Sea. George Dunbar's return to Scotland in 1409 was based upon his resignation to Archibald Douglas, fourth Earl of Douglas and Lord of Galloway, of the lordship of Annandale (so often paired with that of Man).GGThe shift toward Douglas power in the region was now complete.
The first half of the fifteenth century also saw the working out of the implications of the Schism, which had the potential to clarify, in ecclesiastical matters at least, the separation of Man from Scotland. m Yet such clarification as did take place was not absolute. Although in 61 Ibid., iv (I) 70 In the same year Sir John Stanley's demand that the ecclesiastical barons of the island should come and do fealty resulted in the confiscation of the property there of the prior of Whithorn. The ability of the English lord to insist on Roman authority over Man, the appointment of a rival in the remainder of the isles, and the consequent separation of the diocese was a sign of the degree to which in some fields Scottish and English control might have transformed the status of the Isle of Man. Yet there was no immediate clarification of national authority in the Irish Sea. Metropolitan authority over the bishopric, which had been retained by Trondheim after the passage of the patronage of the bishopric to the Scottish crown, came after 1349 effectively to the curia. 72 The new Scottish diocese of the Isles only formally passed under the metropolitan authority of St Andrews in 1472. 73 Neither did anyone expect that separation between 'English' Man and Scottish 'Isles' was other than an unfortunate temporary situation. lona officially became the seat of the bishop of the Scottish see only under James IV, and then provisionally, in expectation of 'his On the English side, the island's ultimate dependence on York was asserted. In 1433 York was referred to as metropolitan with regard to Man when John Burgherssh was elected to the see,78 and in 1459 a papal bull emphasised that the bishopric of Man lay within the province of the archbishop of York. 79 Polydore Vergil described the Isle of Man, if not the bishop of Sodor, as being subject to York. 80 Yet anomalies remained. First, there was enough uncertainty over York's position in relation to Man for it to be necessary to reaffirm its role in the 1540s. 81 Second, the bishop of Man never achieved a position in the House of Lords of the English Parliament, and so the political incorporation consequent on ecclesiastical dominion, seen for example in Wales, did not occur with such force in Man. Third, the nomination to the bishopric remained in the hands of the lords of Man, whatever the system adopted in the sixteenth century for the approval of the appointment by the English monarch. anyone invading Man.
9G The Stanley lord was thereby drawing on defensive resources external to both England and Scotland. Also indicative of the way the Stanleys acted as players in the politics of the northern Irish Sea was the presence with Thomas Stanley during the raid on Kirkcudbright of the ninth earl of Douglas. The Stanleys' attack on the town was therefore in part a reassertion of Douglas influence in the area and a challenge to Stewart royal intervention there.
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To an extent this can be seen as supportive of the ultimate aims of English royal policy, even if outside the strict terms of the truce, for the ninth earl, who came to England following his father's murder, had been well received by Henry VI.
9R On the other hand, this meant that, once again, the English king was in alliance with a Scottish nobleman with an interest in Man, and the possibility arises that in spite of their alliance in 1457, the Stanleys and the Douglases might eventually be at odds. If there was tension between the Stanleys and the party of Margaret of Anjou at the very end of the 1450s, it might have sprung partly from a fear that Douglas's possible aspirations to the island might be backed by the Lancastrian regime.
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Stanley sensitivity to such a possibility became much clearer in the early 1480s. Alexander, duke of Albany, fled the kingdom in 1479 and, after a period in France, was contacted by Edward IV's agents late in 1481. The agreements he made with the English in june 1482 and the spring of 1483 provided for his surrender of Berwick within a fortnight of his attaining the Scottish capital, extended on the latter occasion to include a commitment to return to james, Earl of Douglas, the lands confiscated from his family. The absence of any direct reference to the Isle of Man in this treaty left open the possibility either of the return of the Douglases, or that Alexander's lordship of the island, originally granted by james II, might now be exercised by him with English rather than Scottish support. 100 It should be noted that Stanley tradition portrayed the Berwick campaign of 1482 as involving threats to Man from Scotland, directed against Thomas, lord Stanley, then fighting on the eastern marches. Scotland provoked direct Scottish threats of invasion but because Edward IV and his brother were indulging in diplomacy that might have jeopardised their lordship. Albany's loyalties proved unreliable, 103 but the grant to Gloucester of the royal land in Cumberland and permission to conquer his own palatinate in south-west Scotland, made in the Parliament of January 1483,104 and the possibility of a pliant Scottish king suggested a completely new political scenario for the northern Irish Sea. The complex politics of this area may well have been one of the factors in the Stanleys' minds as they helped make and unmake Richard's kingship in the months from the spring of 1483 to August 1485. In the fifteenth century, therefore, Man points up the danger of seeing the politics of the Irish Sea province in terms of two coherent completing national blocs. The truth of the matter was that each was a shifting coalition of noblemen whose loyalties or alliances might change regardless of the notional border. To understand the behaviour of a Douglas or a Stanley, we have to understand the possibility of loyalty to the English or Scottish king; and the position of the Isle of Man, as a piece of Scotland ruled by a lord autonomous of and yet dependent on the English king, was both a justification and incitement to their activity.
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One factor in the process of territorial loss had, however, been resolved by the end of the fifteenth century. If the Scottish loss of Man was not so traumatic because it was still seen by all concerned as associated with their kingdom, it was viewed with apparent indifference on occasion by Scottish kings for external political reasons. Man was part of a kingdom which had already been lost, at a price, by another power. For a large part of the period under review, Scottish possession of Man implied a cost and a treaty relationship with the Norwegian monarchy. Under the treaty of 1266, Man and the Western Isles were granted to the Scots by the Norwegians in return for a payment of 100 marks per annum. This was renewed in 1312 by Robert I, at precisely the time he was first directly involved with the island.
lo :, It is striking that in March 1369 Hakon VII's request was met by a plea for a delay during the payment of the ransom, and the assertion that the islands had largely passed to the control of the English. This was true, of course, only of Man itsel[l°(; Although the absence of James I in England seems to have led to another hiatus in payments, in 1426 the treaties were confirmed. 107 That this was fruitless, and that the arrears continued to accumulate, did not remove the knowledge of the obligation involving Man and the Isles.
lOR
In 1457, after repeated attempts to remind James II of his obligations, Christian of Denmark requested the intervention of the French, recently acquired allies of Denmark, and an arbitration began in Paris. James's death in 1460 brought negotiations to an inconclusive end, however, and it was only in the marriage alliance of 1468 between Christian I's daughter Margaret and James III that the annual payment was finally remitted. 10') Only then did Man become truly the outright possession of the Scottish crown, rather than an island that carried with it the burden of an annual rent of one hundred marks sterling, an expensive price on land largely out of Scottish control. Norwegian pressure might once have meant that it sometimes seemed that the English were keener than the Scottish king to assert the Scottishness of Man, but this position had been resolved by the end of the fifteenth century.
The loss of Man was also viewed with apparent indifference on occasion by Scottish kings for internal political reasons. The first of these was the relationship between the Scottish monarchy and the magnates of the western seaboard and the islands. The assertion of Scottish rights in Man was potentially worrying and even provocative to noble allies of the crown in the region.
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There might be a case for arguing that the reassertion of Scottish rights in Man was not always in the interests of the crown because of a realisation that such an action might potentially benefit noble families which would be strengthened in their opposition to the crown, or whose ability to take offensive action against their noble rivals would be increased by the alteration to the balance of local power which would ensue. Local rivalries and divisions might provide the crown with an opportunity to extend central influence; they might even compel it in the interests of general stability, as has been shown in the case of the Lordship of the Isles. But they might also act in the opposite direction, encouraging caution against the over-extension of central interests.
One aspect of this problem had, however, been largely resolved by the early years of the sixteenth century. The claims which Scottish noblemen potentially held to lordship in Man had been extinguished or had died out and not been replaced. George Dunbar's son George never recovered the influence his father had possessed at the end of the fourteenth century, and he suffered forfeiture in january 1435. As for the Douglases, after the killing of the sixth earl in 1440, the lordship of Annandale, with which Man was probably associated, reverted to the crown, because it had been granted to the fourth earl and the heirs-male of his body. stranglehold allegedly went hand-in-hand with an ever more despairing Scottish claim, exhibited now in only the most futile raiding and piracy.
Some support for these developments may be found when they are seen in the context of an intensifying awareness of Man's strategic importance. Efforts to tighten English control of Ireland highlighted the Isle of Man's utility for the English as a point of refuge in stormy seas crossing to Ireland. 11M More positively, Man was useful as a base from which to deal with northern Ireland: early in 1599, a scheme to attack Tyrone's forces suggested sending 1,800 foot and 150 horse to Chester, shipping them thence to the Isle of Man, and there putting them into small boats for the voyage on to Belfast and other places.
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Supply from Man for troops in Ireland was convenient and sometimes necessary when north-western England or Wales could or would not provide material support. When forces were sent to Lough Foyle under Sir Henry Docwra in February 1600, a letter was sent to Sir Thomas Gerrard, the captain of the Isle of Man to be ready to provide him with victuals. Later in 1600, victual for Carlingford was ordered from the island. 120 The sixteenth century also saw a revival of English concern about the affairs of Scotland, and Man provided an important focus for English intervention in politics north of the Border. Scottish rebels looking to contact the English often worked through the Isles and through Man. In 1544, Glencarne and Bisshop, the earl of Lennox's secretary, attempted to come by sea to the Isle of Man and thence to Carlisle. 12l Throughout the sixteenth century, the English felt Man was under threat from the Scots, and that if it fell it might provide an opening for a challenge to their position in Ireland and indeed to England itself. InJune 1533 Edward, Earl of Derby, wrote to the abbot of Whalley asking him to supply twenty archers in the livery of the legs of Man for the defence of the island against the lord of the Outer Isles. 122 In June 1540, Earl Edward had a licence to levy 100 men for the defence of the island. 123 Again in May 1547, the earl feared an invasion from the Scots of 'thout Vies', and the English Privy Council authorised him to levy the king's subjects in case of need; these fears were well placed, for a raid caused 'notable damage' later in the year. Had it not been for the warning provided by English agents which allowed the reinforcement of Manx defences, English influence on the earl of Argyll, chief of the clan Campbell, and a fortuitous spell of bad weather, a force of several thousand clansmen might have taken the island. As it was, a much smaller force was easily repulsed on 1 August that year. 129 It was not only the Scots who were believed to pose a threat to Man. The Irish Sea was open to Breton and French raiding: in 1514 John Kite, archbishop of Armagh, bemoaning his position in Ireland, reported that on his coming over he had hired a ship from Chester with ordnance and men of war which had kept the Irish Coast safe until the time of his writing. This had been necessitated by the presence of two Breton pirates near Dublin. 130 Possible attempts on Man from Spain caused concern in the 1590s,13l and, as late as 1601, a report on Spanish intentions stated that they had 'also had in question the Isles of Anglesey and Man, how fertile and tenable they are, and how that with their galleys and small ships of war, they will hinder all succour from her Majesty's force in Ireland'.132 This was quite apart from the depredations of pirates, from which both Scots and English suffered. In 1565 Elizabeth twice wrote to the Scottish queen complaining of the depredations of Andrew White, who operated from Whithorn and had seized the goods of merchants sailing to Carmarthen, Haverfordwest and Chester. 133 Late in 1603, Man was used as a base by Captain Daniel Tucker for his raids as far as the coast of France, and members of the English regime were expressing concern at his actions. 134 The interest in Man in the 1570s of English opponents of Elizabeth indicates another possible source of tension over the island in the sixteenth century. Insecurity also affected Man through the dubious loyalty of the earl of Derby from the 1530s until his death in 1572. After their rising in 1569, the earls of Northumberland and Westmorland fled to exile in Scotland; a ship sent for intelligence of events in England and Scotland spent two days in the south of the Isle of Man. 135 In October 1571, Henry Simpson of Darlington was examined about a conversation he had had with one of Stanley's men who said that the earl was casting great guns in the Isle of Man and intended a rising, motivated by his Catholicism. The first part of the allegation, at least, seems to have been true. 136 The crucial strategic position of the island for the Scots was, of course, not to be practically applied until the Civil Wars of the midseventeeth century. Then, as Roger Dickinson has recently emphasised, possession of the island was considered vital by the royalist side when the prospect of the transfer of Scottish troops from the north of Ireland to assist the parliamentary cause in England was realised in 1643. 137 In particular, the island allowed an attempted landing in Ireland by the earl of Antrim, passing from York where he had concerted plans to bring the Irish into the war on the king's side.
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It is interesting in this context to study the historiographical tradition of the island itself and the topographical ideas it enshrined. All the indications are that although the Manx came to view the Scots as the enemy, they did not see them as alien. Dating from some time in the latter half of the fifteenth century, the Manx 'Traditionary Ballad' refers briefly to Alexander Ill's possession of the island: the tone and implication of the passage is not of hatred for the Scots but disappointment that Alexander did not take on the royal responsibility of ruling the island. 139 On the other hand, the ballad does subsequently describe the Scots as the enemy, and states that they had destroyed the true heirs to the island. 140 from the ballad .141 More important, within Man itself a tradition remained alive which placed the island at the heart of another territorial association -the kingdom of Man and the Isles -cutting across unitary English and Scottish spheres of influence. In documentation produced by the Stanley lords of Man, the title lord of Man and the Isles was used, suggesting that they aspired to resurrect from Man the old unity of the lordship or even kingdom of Man and the Isles. For example, it appeared in the indenture of 1417 between Thurstan Tildesley and Roger Haysnap, the lord's commissioners, and the 'twenty-four keys' Gurors who increasingly formed part of the island's law-making body, the Tynwald court); and it was used in the confirmation in 1423 of Magnus's charter to the church of Sodor. 142 The lords of Man used the more extensive title well into the sixteenth century, 143and not just in connection with Manx business; 144their bishops followed suit, not only in the form of 'Sodor and Man', but of the more explicit 'Man and the Out Isles'.145It is even debatable whether the royal title disappeared as suddenly and completely as has been argued. 14 {i Henry VIII showed a specific interest in ensuring Man's separate recognition in diplomatic agreements, for example the treaty of Utrecht in 1546. 147
There were also practical links between England and Man which might have been expected to have strengthened exclusive ties between the two territories, but the evidence again proves complex. Economic factors potentially helped to intensify the connection between Man and England. A small-scale trade in leather and tallow was conducted between Man and Chester in the later sixteenth century. At its high point, in 1592-3, this trade represented 8,080 sheepskins, 50 goatskins, and 4V2 dickers of hides. This was a commerce in which English influence predominated. The prominence of Chester merchants in this trade contrasted with their limited role in the Irish leather trade: one glover, Roger Darwell, who traded with Man in the 1580s and 1590s, spent time in the island supervising his business. '48 This and other trades resulted in many Manx people corning to Chester, and almost certainly to Liverpool, allowing them to experience English culture and society. 149 This was not, however, the only tie maintained through commerce. Although there is, by contrast, little direct sign of trade between Scottish ports and the Island until the sixteenth century, commercial connections were strong. FiO Paradoxically, we know most about contacts with the Isle of Man in the course of trade in the Irish Sea because of the problems caused in southern Scotland. This was particularly seen in tension between the town of Wigtown and Whithorn; the latter saw itself as part of an Irish Sea community unrestrained by the state of war that often existed between other territories and the Scottish king. In 1513-14 the crown and the burgh of Wigtown charged some inhabitants of Whithorn and the prior of buying ships in the haven of Wigtown and taking them to the isle of Whithorn where they sold them and furnished 'our soveran lordis inimiys of Inglond, yle of Man and Yrland' with wine, wax, iron and salt, 'now in tym of derth'. The accused men of Whithorn were found guilty of selling to 'Mansmen and Irlandmen'. The injunction was given out that only Scottish goods might be sold to strangers. 151 There was still tension between Wigtown and Whithorn over trade in the Irish Sea involving Manxmen in February 1533. Then the burgh challenged James IV's charter to Whithorn as an infringement of their charter, and on the grounds that Whitham's trade with Englishmen, Irishmen and Manxmen had cost the burgh 3,000 merks and the king 2,000 since 1513. Two ships a year, three in 1516, had been involved, laden with Gascon wine, iron, salt and so on.
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It was not only Whitham that traded with Man: in 1526 the dean of Glasgow suffered the loss of goods taken in the Isle of Man by 'Duchmen' . 153 The main problem with the study of Manx trading relations is the almost complete absence of customs books for Scottish ports.
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Yet, as Roger Dickinson's exhaustive study of Manx exports demonstrates, in the late sixteenth century at least, large numbers of cattle and sheep, and large quantities of leather and wool, were leaving the island, only a small percentage of which can be accounted for in the port books of Chester and Liverpool. I'", The importance in Manx commerce of Scottish merchants and of Scots who had become naturalised in Man suggests a not implausible answer to the problem of the destination of many Manx exports: Scottish ports. Jeffrey Galloway, who settled in Castletown in about 1590, may be seen trading to Liverpool in the records of that port, but we can be fairly confident that it was in his eponymous homeland that he did much of his business; and John Martin, a Scot operating in Ramsey, definitely made frequent ventures to south-west Scotland in the period 1590-1620.
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Trade was not the only practical day-to-day bond between the peoples and territories of the Irish Sea and northern Britain. Just as the cult of St Cuthbert continued to appeal to the people of north-eastern England and of Scotland regardless of the Border and mutual hostilities,157 so the cult of St Ninian, with its heart at the focus of the northern Irish Sea at Whithorn, did the same. 158 Ninian's devotees ranged from a king such as Richard III to the lesser Yorkshire gentry and townsmen who left money to his shrine and ordered pilgrimages there. 15g An awareness of the contacts binding the Irish Sea province is also to be found in the fear of the threat from Galloway in the English NorthWest. St Werburgh, patroness of Chester, was celebrated for having saved the city from attack by 'Harolde kyng of danes, the kyng of gotes and galwedy, / Maucolyn of Scotlande and all theyr company' .160
Signs of the weakening of the Scottish link and a closer association with England, although present in the sixteenth century, should therefore not be overemphasised. The Scottish understanding of Man as part of their kingdom was undimmed: George Buchanan's catalogue of the Western Isles began as usual with Man, and although it confused 'Sodor' as the name of the island's chief town, it described the island as 'a principality ... almost equally distant from Ireland, from Galloway in Scotland, and from Cumberland in England', without any acknowledgement of the reality of English domination there.
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Even if there was a drift to accept territorial loss and gain, any such tendency was about to be dramatically reversed. When Elizabeth's regime took control of Man in 1594/5, it was motivated not simply by the need to protect the island against occupation by the Spanish, or its use as a base by English religious refugees; the coming succession crisis inevitably raised the issue of the fate of the lordship of Man. If and when the king of Scotland became the king of England, the title to the island, which through three hundred years of 'English' overlords hip had so often been seen as Scottish, was likely to be in dispute once again. Not only that, but the of Whithorn in 1422. 167 The accession of James to the English throne cannot, therefore, be seen as resolving the question of whether Man was Scottish or English. If anything, the fact that the de facto lord of Man had received the island from and gave his allegiance to a monarch who was both king of Scotland and king of England meant that the ambiguities of the island's position remained without serious challenge.
This essay has suggested that in the late medieval and early modern period there were strong reasons why the Isle of Man retained a relatively autonomous position. The kings of Scotland and their subjects continued to believe the island was Scottish. The political power of the English monarchy over Man was tempered by considerations of historical narratives and topographical ideas, and by practical considerations, with the result that English kings continued to see the island as Scottish. In the period after the English Civil War these tendencies continued -the accession of a Scottish duke, Atholl, to the lordship of the island being the most striking. Anglo-Scottish relations were not an uncomplicated exchange along the WestminsterEdinburgh axis. Jane Dawson has made clear the importance of Ireland in the Anglo-Scottish relations of the sixteenth century, as English attempts to control Ulster depended vitally on the attitude of the Campbell earls of Argyll, who re-established, in effect, the powerbase of the Lordship of the Isles.](j8Some years ago, a similar argument was advanced for the seventeenth century by David Stevenson.] (j9 Yet to consider a tri-polar model still does not fully explain the politics of the Irish Sea province in the late medieval and early modern period. The Isle of Man continued to stand as an object lesson to those among James VI's subjects (and to modern-day historians) who wanted to resolve the complexity of multiple kingdoms and composite monarchies into simple unilinear hierarchies.
